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A Real Methodist Unification 


By Rev. Roserr H. Crawrorp 


N THE Methodist League for Faith and Life there has been realized 

a real Methodist Unification, that may well grow into absolute Church 
unity. Bishop DuBose led the way by sending in his application for 
membership in our organization. 

That fine act on his part showed to the leaders of the League that 
Methodism north and south was facing one issue in Modernism, was 
facing it with one common foundation, and should therefore face it 
with one organized defense. 

A movement was immediately launched to change the basis of the 
League so as to open it equally to both of the great branches of American 
Methodism. An amendment to the constitution was submitted to the 
League at a meeting in Wilmington held last fall, and was finally voted 
at the annual meeting on February 8, 1926, in Philadelphia. 

The amendment lacked one vote of being unanimously adopted. The 
article on membership as amended now reads: 


“All members of the Methodist Episcopal Church and of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church, South, who shall certify their acceptance of the common 
Christian creeds in their plain meaning as this is set forth in the common 
Articles of Religion of the Methodist Episcopal Church and of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church, South, who will agree by daily prayer; weekly worship, and 
by a steadfast devotion, to seek to forward a deepened spiritual life in the Church, 
and who are purposed to aid in defending the Faith against unbelief in this 
crisis of history shall be eligible for membership in the League.” 

We are now able to invite Methodists from the Lakes to the Gulf, and 
from sea to sea to unite with us in one holy endeavor, to maintain by 
prayer, by life, and by preachment the Faith of the ages. We will meet 
the negative thought that is current by scholarship that is equal to theirs, 
and by a faith that is superior. We will keep from bitterness, and bicker- 
ing. We will evangel in the name of a Divine Christ Redeemer and Lord 
in whom we truly believe, whom we received from the faith of yesterday, 
and whom we are responsible to pass on to the faith of tomorrow. 

Come on, brethren, North and South, let us stand together in faith and 
life for Christ and the ages. 


CALL — 


As a member of the Methodist Episcopal Church, North or South, 
heartily confessing the common Christian Creeds (understood in 
their plain meaning as outlined in the Articles of Religion of my 
Church), and endorsing the avowed purposes of the Methodist 
League for Faith and Life I desire membership in its body. 


Name. 


Address 


DY Ge toe a ee Amount... 


The minimum membership fee is $1.00, seventy-five cents of which is a subscription to 
the League Paper. 


A contributing membership has been provided for in the payment of $10, $25, $50 and 


$100, based upon the amount you desire to invest in this cause. 


Make checks payable to CHARLES K. HADDON, Treasurer 
Address all communications to METHODIST LEAGUE FOR FAITH AND LIFE 
1701 Arch Street, Philadelphia, Pa., Room 212 


A Greeting to the League Upon Its First Birthday 


ROFESSOR LEANDER S. KEYSER, D.D., of the chair of 

Systematic Theology at Wittenberg College, Springfield, Ohio, 
sends this greeting to the League upon the occasion of its first 
anniversary : 


To the Methodist League for Faith and Life: 

While I belong to another division of the Christian Church, I am 
glad to greet the members of the Methodist League as fellow-workers 
in the same holy and vital cause. I wish it to be distinctly understood 
that I am in thorough sympathy with the great work you are doing. 
We evangelical Christians are all one in our effort to preserve the 
faith in its fullness and integrity. We all believe in the whole Bible. 
We do not want any one to shred its cloth of gold for us. We believe 
in the full deity and perfect humanity of our Lord and Saviour. With 
might and main we cling to the supernatural element in the Bible 
and in Christianity, and believe that to reduce it to a mere system of 
naturalism would be to sap its very foundation. It is not that 
Christianity itself can be destroyed by its enemies, but that many 
souls are being led astray and their immortal well-being imperiled 
by the subtle attacks upon the true faith. 

- I felicitate your organization upon its happy and inclusive name— 
the Methodist League for Faith and Life. The Liberalists contend that 
Christianity is “not a doctrine, but a life.” Your League is broader 
than that; for you know that Christianity is a great doctrine or faith 
—but that means that it must produce life, because it is living doctrine 
and living faith. May the divine favor be upon you, and may you be 
ied in the right way by the Word and Spirit. 

Sincerely yours, 
LEANDER S. KEYSER. 
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Are Conservatives “Fools” and 
“Fit Subjects for a Museum?” 
By Joun O. Masuce, A.B. 


NE of the typical methods of propaganda used by the liberalists 

is to cast disrepute upon the scholarship or reasoning power of 
the conservatives. I say typical because the propaganda consists very 
largely of these discrediting remarks, and of hints dropped here and 
there that any one who is not a liberal is below par in his thinking. 
This allows them, if approached about the matter, to say, it was all 
said jokingly. 

They like to picture the conservative as one who says: “The King 
James Version of the Bible was good enough for Paul, so it is good 
enough for me.” We do not need to say that no serious minded 
person would accept this as a just characterization of a conservative 
thinker; nevertheless we do find just these things being mockingly 
said about those contending for the facts essential to our Christian 
faith. 

Another accusation brought against us is that we slide along in 
the easiest way just following “the faith of our fathers” and never 
trying to find any new truth. Or in other words, we are too lazy 
mentally to hunt and find the well known “assured results of modern 
scholarship,” and then adopt them as our own. 

Let us examine this attitude. “Being a conservative may cause a 
person to be a fit subject for a museum.” Well, if it does, brethren, 
let us take courage; for things worthy to be collected in a museum 
are worth more than things fit only for the rubbish heap. But, to the 
point. What is the easy thing for the student today? The EASY 
thing is to jump into the current and float down the stream astride 
the log, “assured results of modern scholarship,” and to shout “Look 
how we are progressing.” It is another thing, when you discover 
where this stream is carrying you, to turn against the current, and 
go in the opposite direction. Doing this is made doubly hard, when 
those drifting down the stream dishearten you by calling you a “fool,” 
“a fit subject for a museum,” and other such complimentary epithets. 
We are all human and we all like to be respected. Likewise we all 
resent being made fun of especially when we are honestly and seriously 
seeking the truth. 

Another thing that makes it hard for a student is the fact that 
modernistic conclusions are given “as though they had always pre- 
vailed.” Thus you see it is hard to sift out the truth from that which 
is mere current and passing hypothesis. To illustrate, in the routine 
of a certain class room, the miracle of the loaves and fishes (Mark 
6 :34-44) was being studied from the Synoptic point of view. After 
setting forth every hint of evidence that might seem to discredit the 
act as a miracle, the professor in charge gave “as a difficulty against 
accepting it as it stands,” one among other reasons, the fact that 


156 The Call to the Colors February, 1926 


“there is no reference in the Synoptic story to the impression pro- 
duced, or the effect of the overwhelming fact, on those to whom he 
was ministering.” But when Mark 8:1-21 was considered a few days 
later this question was passed over unnoticed (I suppose for the good 
of his theory). But this latter miracle has a comment, which links it 
up with the previous one in such a way as to refute his whole theory. 

This incident shows how a student must sift the chaff from the 
wheat. This sifting process makes the work for the conservative 
student much heavier than for the Modernist. If he goes to the trouble 
of considering all these attacks against the things which are funda- 
mental to his faith, and at the same time of doing constructive build- 
ing in his school course, he must do double work. He must take 
time to find the material that refutes the Modernist arguments and 
more time to read the material after he has found it. Hence a con- 
servative can not be lazy if he gets Modernism well enough to pass 
the exams, and at the same time build up his own faith and a system 
of doctrine back of it. 

In the opening paragraph it was mentioned that those who are 
contending for a solid basis for faith are constantly facing a prop- 
aganda to put them in unfavorable repute. Three cases have come 
to light which are typical, and prove very interesting. 

The first is the case of a professor who was teaching a class of 
freshmen, when James Orr was mentioned as an authority in a matter 
pertaining to doctrine. The professor said, “There are no conserva- 
tive scholars of repute today.” Ina private interview after class when 
the student accused him either of narrowness or of ignorance because 
of this statement, he reaffirmed his assertion. To speak charitably, 
he must have been prejudiced. 

In another case a student was having a private conference with a 
man of repute. In this conference the student mentioned that a 
certain recognized conservative scholar complimented him as being 
a well informed man in his field. The Modernist replied, “I cannot 
say that about him, for I consider him nothing but a fool.” Of the 
two men the one ranks as high as the other in scholarship. No com- 
ment is needed. The propaganda stands uncovered. 

Yet another typical example. In a class when a certain book was 
assigned to be read the speaker told how another had reviewed the 
book and had actively opposed its views. He then told how this man 
was a conservative when he was a young man, adding that “A man 
who is a conservative when young is soon fit for a museum, and when 
he becomes older—well, I do not know how to classify him,” imply- 
ing that he is worse than useless. 

These are not lone incidents but typical of what is constantly going 
on when any occasion appears. But let us take courage for the 
“assured results of modern scholarship” have not yet been patented. 
Perhaps we shall soon see some of these hypotheses thrown into the 
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rubbish heap (they are not worthy of a place in a museum)—indeed, 
this is even now being done by some of the scholars of Europe. 


Madison, N. J. 


The above article is written by one who is himself a theological 
student in one of Methodism’s great schools. He is therefore in the 
closest contact with the difficulties the evangelical student is facing 
today.—Ebp1Tor. 


What Methodists Believe 


By BisHop JosepH F. Berry 


(Unanimously Endorsed by the Board of Bishops 
at the General Conference of 1924.) 


The Bible 


E BELIEVE, first of all, the Bible is the inspired Word of God. 

Tested in the innermost souls of men and in its influence in the 
practical affairs of life, it demonstrates its divine character and is its own 
credential of its divine authority. 


Almighty God 

We believe in one God, the Father Almighty, maker of heaven and 
earth, an everlasting personal God, the creator and upholder of all things, 
immanent, transcendent, in all, through all, God our Father, blessed 
forever. 

Eternal Son Incarnate 

And in Jesus Christ his only begotten Son. Not in a divine ex- 
emplar merely. Not in a God-filled man merely. Not in a religious 
genius than whom there is none born greater among the sons of men. 
But in the Lord of Glory, God manifest in the flesh, co-eternal and one 
in Godhood with the Father. 


The Redeemer 


Who for the redemption of the race was born as to his humanity by 
the power of the Most High of the Virgin Mary, and by his death upon 
the cross, made a full, perfect and sufficient sacrifice for the sins of the 
whole world. 

Resurrection and Glory 

On the third day he took his body from the grasp of death. He is 
the effulgence of the Father’s glory. He is the express image of his 
Person. He is the only Mediator between God and man. He is the 
Redeemer of the world. He is the Giver of eternal life, the Dispenser 
of the power and grace of the Holy Spirit. He is the Rock and Refuge 
of his people, the Ruler of the Ages, the final and Almighty Judge of 
the earth, King of kings, Lord of lords, who shall reign forever and 
ever. 
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The Personal Holy Spirit 


In thus expressing our belief in God the Father and in his Son, 
Jesus Christ our Lord, we no less worship and adore the Holy Spirit, 
the Third Person in the adorable Trinity, who proceedeth from the 
Father and the Son. He is not in impersonal influence radiating from the 
eternal ground of all being. He is not a subordinate agency called into 
activity by the creative will of the Omnipotent God. He is God. With 
the Father and the Son, he is, in the depths of the divine nature, the 
eternal ground of all existence. He is the creative spirit who broods 
over the abyss, who originates all life, and out of chaos and darkness 
in the material universe brings light and order and beauty. 


His Supernatural Office 


And to the sin-clouded souls of men he imparts spiritual illumination 
and power. He is the builder of the kingdom of God in men and 
nations. He is the soul of the church, the inspirer of prophets and 
apostles through all the ages, the Spirit of Truth who convicts the world 
of sin, of righteousness and of judgment to come, and the Comforter and 
Guide of all who accept his gracious leadership. 


Man’s Fallen State and Salvation 


And as to personal salvation we as firmly believe as ever in the 
necessity of repentance for sin, in justification by faith, in regeneration 
by the Holy Spirit, in the sanctification of the believing heart, and in the 
witness of the Spirit of these miracles of grace wrought in the human 
soul, — 

These seem to us the essential, living doctrines of our church. 


—Episcopal Address 1924. 


This confession of faith written by Bishop Berry, and adopted with- 
out a dissenting vote in the Board of Bishops is an exceedingly beautiful 
document. It is, in general outline, the common faith of the Christian 
centuries, and the living faith of the overwhelming majority both of the 
membership and ministry of the Methodist Episcopal Church. 

There are those who are in dissent from it. If they were in incon- 
spicuous positions it would not be so serious; but they are in the seats 
of power and influence, and are united to achieve for themselves and 
those who hold with them complete control of the Church. Bishop 
Berry himself has said this in substance, and Dr. Clarence True Wilson 
has said it specifically, and proved it by a recital of numerous facts. 

The situation in the Church has its exact parallel in the life of the 
nation. There are influential persons in both who are in emphatic dis- 
sympathy with the body of fundamental law that is established. They 
would like it modified. They cannot accomplish its modification so they 
ignore it, belittle it, ridicule it. 
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Bishop Blake’s article in the syndicated section of the ApvocaTEs is a 
vivid illustration. He sets aside the authority of the constitution at not 
less than three specific and fundamental points, namely, the Virgin Birth 
of Jesus, his Bodily Resurrection as described in the New Testament, 
and the reliability of the Scriptures. 

Bishop Blake may wish that the Methodist Episcopal Church were 
an organization built upon vague and indefinite ideas—this is not signifi- 
cant. The Methodist Church is not. There are certain influential 
Americans who wish that the eighteenth amendment to the constitution 
had not been adopted. The two situations are precisely parallel. Person- 
ally the sacred value of the Articles of Religion is very much more 
precious to me than the whole Federal Constitution. The man who 
whittles down the stupendous Easter fact of the empty tomb, the risen 
Christ, the bodily manifestations through forty days, and the ascension 
into heaven, to be a mere “spiritual resurrection” (whatever that may be) 
has done me a greater dis-service than the man who ignores or defies the 
eighteenth amendment. 

Paul said, “If Christ be not raised, your faith is vain, and ye are 
.yet in your sins.” The kind of resurrection Paul was speaking about 
was one that he had just described in verses five and six of this same 
chapter. “Seen of Cephas, then of the twelve; after that he was seen 
of above five hundred brethren at once——.” It was a bodily resurrec- 
tion. Certainly it was a glorified body, but the Church has always 
regarded the body of the risen Christ as a transformed and glorified one. 
It is so that the risen Christ is described in every New Testament 
account of his appearances. The resurrection of Jesus has always been 
seen as a different fact from the resuscitation of Lazarus. 


The men who would replace this Christian faith of the risen Christ 
with some indefinite “spiritual resurrection,” either mean to deny the 
resurrection fact altogether, make it a mere ghostly manifestation, and 
leave Christ’s body in the tomb, or they are vague thinkers who do not 
know what they mean. In the one case they are rationalists who are 
destroying the corner-stone of Faith, and in the other they are emotion- 
alists, who have thought so imperfectly that it is presuming for them to 
disturb the faith of the Church in the interest of new ideas they do not 
comprehend. For Bishop Blake to make a plea that the Church accept 
such negative or emotional thinking is as unfortunate as it would be for 
President Coolidge to make an appeal to the nation to accept with com- 
placency the violation of its laws, and the repudiation of its constitution. 

This kind of thing may seem to some to be broad minded ; but it is in 
fact exceedingly shallow. This kind of thing may seem to some to be in 
agreement with Wesley; but it is in fact an attitude he repudiated with 


force, and that, too, in the very context of some of the passages quoted 
to sustain it. 
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Is Peace More Christian Than Truth? 


UGHT Christian men to seek peace at the sacrifice of truth? There 

are those who answer, yes. For them all truth is relative. Every- 
thing is truth that is helpful, and if men are helped by what they believe 
it makes no difference what it is. 
_ But all of this is very shallow, and it is head on to the abyss of 
scepticism. If everything is truth, then everything is untruth. Truth 
ceases to have any reality. Another generation will reap the harvest in 
doubt, despair and confusion. 

But if, on the contrary, there is truth then equally there is untruth, and 
to maintain truth against untruth becomes one of the supreme responsi- 
bilities of all earnest life. 

Christ challenged untruth. Are we lovers of peace and brotherhood 
above our Lord? Do we not deceive ourselves in thinking that our 
silence in the presence of aggressive unbelief is from a love of peace? 
Is it the peace of God that we are in love with, or is it the peace of com- 
promised principle that God abhors? How can we as churchmen demand 
loyalty to principle on the part of political leaders when we sacrifice it in 
our own field? The political leader touches timidly the reform measures 
which divide his constituency, and we condemn him for cowardice and 
compromise. But we ourselves touch timidly the things that divide in 
our constituency, and call it by the high sounding phrase, The love of 
peace, 

There is a universe of difference between the conception that Jesus 
Christ is the second personality of the eternal Trinity who became in- 
carnate by the womb of the Virgin Mary, and the conception that he is 
the child of Joseph and Mary by ordinary generation, and divine only in 
the sense that God achieved in him the best expression of his eternal 
ideal and motive that ever has been or ever will be attained. 

If the first is true, to allow the second to be substituted for it in the 
teaching and preaching emphasis of the Church is a betrayal of the truth. 
It may disturb the peace of the Church to oppose such a betrayal of truth 
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—but who that is alive to the realities of life and to the worth of Christ 
will not say that faith in the Incarnation is worth more than any peace? 

There never was a good cause from which good men have not stood 
away, and always they have given the same explanation. Christian men 
stood off from Wesley because the Anglican leaders opposed him. 
Christian men and the bishops generally stood away from the Refor- 
mation for a like reason. Christian men stood away from Athanasius 
until the issue was forced at Niceae. And even St. Peter compromised at 
Antioch because certain influential brethren had come down from Jeru- 
salem. It was all done for peace, but in the light of history it is all 
seen as compromise. 

Sometimes we are told that it is wrong to introduce a divisive emphasis 
into religion when there is such urgent need for unity in evangelism. 
But how can there be any evangelism if the Evangel be denied? Are 
we loyal to evangelism if we allow the faith of the younger generation 
to be undermined by negative ideas, and the faith of the younger ministry 
to be shattered in the very schools of divinity? While we evangel this 
generation we are allowing negative thinkers to train the leadership that 
will unevangel the next. Such a loyalty to truth must make angels weep 
and devils laugh. 

Let us face the facts. There is an issue in the Church of the most 
serious significance. It takes courage to align one’s self. It may cost 
something in friendships. It may cost something in advancements. It 
may cause one to be spoken against as obsessed, ignorant, medizval, an 
agitator, static. The academic world will become unfriendly—all this is 
possible. But it is the Godhood of Christ, and all the hope that streams 
from his blood-stained cross and empty tomb that is at stake. This is 
a bigger value than mere peace. This is a more precious interest than 
unity. We are called today to proclaim and defend the truth of Christ 
in order that both today and tomorrow there may be an evangel to com- 
fort and sustain the weary hearts of sinful men. This is the real issue, 
and Christian men, and most of all Christian ministers must choose 
what they will do. 


The Authority of the Creeds—A Reply to Bishop Blake 
By Rev. W. Watpo WELLER 


SHOE BLAKE’S recent article has centered attention again on the 
person of Jesus, His attack is made on the authority of the Creeds 
of the Church, but the real issue is the historicity of the life of Jesus; 
the truth or falsity of the New Testament accounts of the Virgin Birth, 
the Atoning Death, the Bodily Resurrection of Christ. It is more con- 
venient to attack the Creeds, they seem vastly less authoritative than the 
Gospels; more vulnerable. The real center of attack, however, it goes 
without stating, is not the Creed of the Church, but the truth of the 
Scripture accounts of the life, and work of Jesus Christ. 
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Bishop Blake leads on easily. We are asked first simply to dispense 
with these ancient formulae, such as the Apostle’s Creed or the Nicene 
Creed. And since we cannot, or will not as a Church actually dispense 
with the Creeds, then we are advised to repeat them, reading into them as 
we do so such mental reservations as it may please us to use; reading our 
new meanings into them; eliminating thereby from them such incon- 
venient matters as we do not choose to believe. We are told by Bishop 
Blake that none of the Creeds bear the impress of Jesus, or his early 
disciples, and that the Apostle’s Creed is not of apostolic origin. We are 
told further that these creeds are not Christian or apostolic in spirit. 
They are ecclesiastic; and the modern Church using its inalienable right 
to think, does not need to take its faith from the early Christian centuries. 

If there is any immutable truth, which certainly Bishop Blake does not 
present to us in this article, it must be reformulated in every age. Truth, 
if there is any infallible truth, must be of an accommodating character 
pleasing to each generation. It is fatal to bind Christianity in any way 
to the past. “Our conception of God has changed,” Bishop Blake tells us, 
“to such an extent as to be almost foreign to the thought of the earlier 
Christian ages.” We are warned that if we endeavor to find truth in the 
first Christian century, and by implication in the person of Jesus Christ 
himself as historically declared in the Creeds, that it will be like placing 
new wine in old wineskins; the old skins will burst. 

The real issue gradually emerges as we follow the quoted reasoning. 
All this dust about Creeds is raised simply to confuse the issue. The 
real question is the historicity of the earthly life of Jesus Christ; the 
authenticity of the New Testament accounts of his teachings concerning 
his life and death, as well as the accuracy of the Gospel accounts of the 
various events of his earthly life and death, the Virgin Birth and the 
Bodily Resurrection of Jesus from the dead included. 

Bishop Blake tells us: ‘““The Virgin Birth is a makeshift” which gives 
only a shadow of warrant for belief in the deity of Christ. “It could not 
have been of any great importance” he tells us, for St. Paul probably did 
not know about it, and his silence concerning it makes it of no essential 
importance in a Christian Creed. “One may turn aside entirely from this 
doctrine and yet maintain a profound faith in Jesus as the Son of God” 
he declares. But what he does not tell us is, how we may entirely turn 
aside from this truth and still hold any faith in the historical accuracy 
of the account of the Virgin Birth of Jesus as given in the Gospels. The 
Apostle’s Creed simply reflects the truth there declared, and everywhere 
current among the early disciples: Jesus was born by the Holy Ghost, 
and of the Virgin Mary. If the announcement to Mary by the messenger 
is immaterial, if a direct act of God in history, in a concrete case, is of 
“no importance,” we can perhaps agree with Bishop Blake; but Christian 
doctrine, faith and belief has not so conceived this truth, and in the 
Church, as well as out of it, it has marked one of the sublime places in 
human history. . HG 
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In an early part of his argument Bishop Blake refers “to a cardinal 
doctrine of Protestantism—the supremacy of the Holy Scriptures as the 
rule, and guide of faith.” Later, with an amazing inconsistency he says of 
one of the great facts declared with emphasis and clearness in these very 
Holy Scriptures, which he invokes, “One may turn aside entirely from 
this doctrine,” “It could not have been of great importance,” or asks, 
“Why should we look askance at one who does not accept the Virgin 
Birth?” The point at issue we would reply is not how we are to treat 
a disbeliever who is the Church; the point at issue is the credibility of 
the account in the Gospels of the Birth of Jesus Christ; the supremacy 
of the Scriptures as a guide of faith; the historicity of the life of Jesus 
on earth in its birth and resurrection. 

In view of all this it is not a matter of “no great importance.” The 
accuracy of the accounts of the birth of Jesus Christ in the New Testa- 
ment lies behind the question as to the statements in the Apostle’s Creed 
and in the Nicene Creed, that Jesus “was born of the Virgin Mary.” It is 
to be regretted that this is not stated openly, so that one who reads this 
denial of articles in the Apostle’s Creed may understand that it involves 
also the denial of the truth of the Virgin Birth as it is recorded in the 
Gospels of St. Matthew and St. Luke. It is also to be deplored that 
disciples of this school of thought do not honestly admit what in private 
as intelligent men they must know to be true, that if the gospels are in 
error in one so prominently declared fact as the Birth of Jesus, there is 
no reason at all why there may not be an error in regard to other events 
in the life of Jesus that may be considered of more importance, such as 
the bodily resurrection of Jesus, and his own teachings as to the nature 
of his death and passion. 


But mental reservation, verging on dishonesty, is so much a method 
of this school of thought, which for the moment Bishop Blake is cham- 
pioning, that it is hopeless to endeavor to draw them out in a fair open 
avowal of the implications of their teachings. Ambiguity is very con- 
venient in class room and pulpit, when fairly to state the case would be 
immediately to lose it. But not to go further back than the Creeds, and 
to deny validity simply to them, when they but outline the facts of the 
life of Jesus as given in the Gospels, is puerile and unworthy of intelli- 
gent consideration. 

To cast doubt on the historicity of one event in the life of Jesus 
prominently emphasized in the Gospels leads on, with but little need of 
adroitness, until other cardinal truths in his life are involved. Jesus’ 
own teachings about his death are not considered worthy of interest. 
We do not need to know why redemptive power comes, or how it comes, 
the bishop tells us. He denies us any spark of common intelligence of 
our own at this point, considering it unimportant to know how or why 
the passion of the cross was necessary to Christ. Why should it be 
considered a strong thing, we respectfully ask, that a Christian of today, 
even as Elijah and Moses on the Mount of Transfiguration, should desire 
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to look into the death that Christ accomplished at Jerusalem. But with a 
light optimism of thought, more conspicuous for its agility and cleverness 
than for its depth, the bishop advises us not to concern ourselves over the 
need of redemption, “why it comes or how.” We are to be empiricists. 
We experience something. What and how is of no consequence. The 
agony of Jesus in the garden, as he struggeld to face this sacrifice of 
himself for sin of man; the suffering the cross reflected in the mighty 
cry, “my God, my God, why hast thou forsaken me,” open the view to 
depths so profound, that he is indeed unable to even look, who will not 
read, and ponder, and believe the word of Jesus, recorded in the Gospels 
as to the meaning of his death. 


So we are led inevitably to our Lord’s bodily resurrection. Bishop 
Blake says (and he is only the mouthpiece in this instance of a whole 
school of thought now in our midst, whose words he is to large extent 
echoing, either consciously or unconsciously): “As with the Virgin 
Birth, so with the bodily resurrection of Jesus.” “It is of little concern 
whether he arose in body or only in spirit.” We stand here face to face 
with the sublime truth of truths of Christianity, carefully revealed and 
marvelously elaborated in all the Gospels, and in the doctrinal writings 
of St. Paul and the Apostles. If ever a hasty and ill advised word 
escaped Bishop Blake’s pen, it is here. This school of thought which the 
Bishop represents is inexorable in its demand for the last pound of our 
spiritual flesh, They will not leave us the vestige of a foothold for our 
belief. The Scriptures from which the articles of the Creed under 
discussion draw their authority, are dismissed with cool unconcern, for 
it is the Scriptures from which the Creeds draw their authority. The 
bodily resurrection of Jesus is dismissed in spite of the emphasis it re- 
ceives in the Creed and in the Scriptures with the words: “It is of little 
concern whether he arose in body or only in spirit.” The hope of man- 
kind centers in this marvelous event of the resurrection—is it of but 
trifling worth? Does it not matter whether the Evangelists in the 
Gospels declared the truth to us or “cunningly devised fables” regarding 
the Resurrection of Jesus? Are the priests of the Jews right, “Say 
ye his disciples came by night and stole him away’? Is the tomb of 
Joseph of Aramathea empty, or is the body of Jesus still in it? Was 
Matthew Arnold historically right, when in advocating a human Jesus, 
he says, the Syrian stars look down on his grave? 

Weaving such a metaphysic about us, we are, however, optimistically 
informed “that he is alive.’ How? As Socrates, Plato, Confucius or 
any other of the great men of the world, so he lives, in the spirit. 
Christ’s spirit lives, it is of little concern whether his body rose the third 
day. It is an attack not only on the resurrection of Jesus, but using 
the statement of the Creed as a screen, it is a virtual denial of the whole 
Scriptural account of his bodily resurrection. Once again the New 
Testament, out of which the Creed sprang, is denied historical reliability. 
“Tt is of little concern,” 
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Finally, to brook no compromise, we are told there is no Holy Catholic 
(Universal) Church. We are informed that we never did believe it 
anyway; that the convenient methods of mental dishonesty and reserva- 
tion long since disposed of that part of the Creed. There is a Church 
to be sure. But it is the “living church.” We are not informed if it is 
of the brand of the Russian Federated Soviet Republic, with Vedensky 
at its head, and countless martyred priests as its prey. It may be a 
socialized, organized congregation of people known as the church, who 
have a vanishing faith, worship an Unknown God, who long since have 
torn to pieces every scrap of paper that supports and presents God in 
Jesus Christ reconciling the world unto himself. Truly we are not 
surprised that such a church is not “Holy.” 

But such is not the Christian Church of our Lord and Saviour, Jesus 
Christ, either in faith or practice. And more, such is not the Methodist 
Church either of Wesley, or of today. 

The formulated faith of the Christian Church has come down to us 
through Scripture and Creed across the centuries. This faith is not a 
“dead body.” It is alive, and has the sanctions of the living experience 
of millions who have used it. It is the voice of myriads of Christians 
who, being dead, yet speak to us of their faith and hope in God. On 
their lips these words of faith in the essentials of Christian belief have 
lingered. We are asked to regard it as a “body of death,” and we are 
told that Methodism cannot afford to bind itself to any such a “body 
of death.” How much better are the words of Dr. Charles E. Jefferson 
who says: “When we repeat the Apostle’s Creed we are saying words 
that have been repeated by the overwhelming majority of all the followers 
of our Lord through eighteen hundred years. To repeat it helps to keep 
alive in us the sense of the unity of the ages. We are children of the 
past. We belong to the past. The past belongs to us. This is something 
that has come down to us. We are passing it on to the future. The 
Creed is a standard, which, flashing on the sight, calls men back into the 
paths which lead to life.” 

If all this modern school of iconoclasts has to do is to destroy, and to 
tear down; if they must deny all, doubt all, and lay out such a creed 
of negation then we have no recourse but to turn from them. The 
Church and its cardinal faith has been protected by the blood of martyrs 
and the pen of scholars in all the ages that are past, it must be so today. 

There is an inescapable gravity about all this that is going on in 
Methodism today. This blow directed at the historicity of cardinal 
doctrines concerning the person of Jesus, his birth, death, and resurrec- 
tion, comes to us from the pen of a Methodist Bishop. It is worth 
remembering that every minister in Methodism receives either from 
Bishop Blake or one of his colleagues an open Bible at the time of ordina- 
tion; and every such candidate for ordination solemnly covenants to 
preach these Scriptures. We would inquire: Did we take these vows 
with unfeigned faith or with reservations? Again we would inquire 
whether Bishop Blake found it necessary to use the convenient method 
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of: mental reservation as respects these points, the Virgin Birth (“A 
Makeshift”), the Bodily Resurrection (“which is of little concern whether 
he arose in body or only in spirit”), in voting the doctrinal declarations 
of the bishops in the Episcopal Address delivered to the General Con- 
ference of 1924? 

Such articles, the spirit behind them, and behind those who gladly 
avail themselves of their protection, cry out not, “Peace, Peace” but, open 
up innumerable difficulties. When our leaders and teachers deliver us 
over to such a school of thought which cries out unceasingly “We will 
not have this man to rule over us,” in all sincerity let them not come 
forward with official pronouncement urging us to avoid controversy. 
-When one of the bishops thus thrusts violently upon us such vital ques- 
tions as the historicity of the Bodily Resurrection of Jesus Christ and of 
his Virgin Birth, the result is inevitable. The Church must rise to the 
challenge, and with the help of the Spirit again proclaim and defend 
the truth of faith. 
TS ale A Year of Progress 
Rev. B. Smita STULL 

HE first annual meeting of the League for Faith and Life was held 

in the Arch Street Methodist Episcopal Church, of Philadelphia, on 
Monday afternoon, February 8, its President, Dr. Harold Paul Sloan, 
in the chair. 

President Henry G. Budd, D.D, of Dover College, brought his greet- 
ings to the League in the form of a paper sparkling with humorous 
sallies, trenchant witticisms, and clear straight thinking. The “Liberals” 
who dote on scholarship and who feel that their particular camp contains 
all the learning of the universe, ought to have been around to listen to 
Dr. Budd’s arraignment of their positions. His satire, at the expense of 
these inflated liberals, convulsed the meeting. But, through all the humor 
and witticisms ran one great central truth: the unassailable position of 
Historic Christianity. At the conclusion of the paper, the meeting ex- 
pressed its thanks and requested him to furnish the manuscript to the 
Editor of Tur Catt for publication. 

The next rare treat was the greeting brought by President Ross J. 
Stevenson, D.D., LL.D., of Princeton Theological Seminary. Dr. Steven- 
son’s address was.one of those masterpieces of sound reasoning and 
homely philosophy. With firm conviction, he spoke of the strong positive 
doctrines held by our common Christianity. Particularly rugged were 
his statements concerning the fundamental work of the Church of Christ, 
namely ; to propagate the Christian Religion by the evangelization of the 
world. This, he stated, could not be done save as we have “the strong 
gospel of the strong Son of God.” } 

The third speaker bringing greetings was Prof. Wilbur Theodore 
Elmore, D.D., of the new Eastern Baptist Seminary, in Philadelphia. 
He told us that the new seminary was seeking to fulfill a long felt need of 
the Baptist Church, in having a seminary that truly reflected the basic 
theology of the Baptist Church. 


February, 1926 The Call to the Colors 167 


Dr. Sloan then called for reports. Mr. Clarence D. Antrim, Chair- - 
man of the Membership Committee, reported that we were steadily gaining 
ground, reaching out into all the conferences and finding key men that 
will finally terminate in a great aggressive movement to bring in the 
masses. Mr. Antrim reported that we were rapidly reaching the two 
thousand mark, the membership scattered in sixty-two conferences. He 
announced that already strong and aggressive chapters had been started 
in the Baltimore, New Jersey and Philadelphia Conferences, and that 
soon, other chapters would be established in New York, Pittsburgh, 
Chicago, West Virginia, Wilmington and Southwest Kansas. He urged 
that in those conferences, in which the local chapter had been formed, and 
the leaders chosen, there be an immediate forward step to bring in the 
masses of Methodists, who were always loyal. By unanimous vote it was 
urged that wherever possible, the Local Conference Chapters hold a 
rally at the seat of the Annual Conference. 

Mr. Kinsley, Chairman of the Publicity Committee, spoke of the work 
of the official paper, THe Catt. He stated that appreciative commenda- 
tion had come from all over the Church for its fine spirit and scholarly 
material. Mr. Kinsley announced that we were about ready to launch a 
great campaign of publicity throughout the Church. 

Dr. Waldo Weller, of the Pittsburgh Conference, spoke with appre- 
ciation of the leadership of the League. He declared that he had been 
watching the movement grow with keen interest. He spoke of the long 
preparatory work that had been done and stated that now was the time 
for decisive and positive action. He extended an invitation to the 
League to hold a meeting in Pittsburgh. 

An amendment was passed by final action making it possible for 
Methodists of the Church South to be affiliated with us in this work of 
preserving the Faith. An amendment was offered making it possible for a 
division in vote on all questions affecting either Church, North or South. 

An interesting feature of the meeting was the presence of Methodist 
students from Princeton Seminary. Among these students were some 
from the Methodist Episcopal Church South. One of them stated that 
this movement was the beginning of what, he thought, would be the 
first real step toward unification. He stated that they had the same 
doctrinal problem in the South as we have, but in less degree. He said 
the South would hold away from unification until we settled our doctrinal 
confusion. 

A prominent layman, a contractor from New York City, who was 
already a contributing member, was so impressed with the spirit and 
consecration of the meeting, that he pulled out his check book and on the 
spot wrote out another check for $100. Just so God seems to be bringing 
the money we need to carry on His work. 

The final business was the election of officers for the ensuing year. 
With Mr. Isaac Yocum, a Philadelphia layman of wide influence, in the 
chair, this was quickly attended to. The present incumbents were en- 
thusiastically re-elected. 
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Time to Act 


‘TF YOU believe in the great Christian facts that are expressed in 
the Christmas and Easter festivals it is time to act. 

The Virgin Birth and Bodily Resurrection of Jesus are a part of 
the common creeds, and are established in the constitution of the 
Methodist Church (Articles II and III), they are foundation stones 
of our common faith. 

Bishop Blake openly repudiates their authority, and asks the Church 
to accept with cordiality men who, though they have confessed their 
faith in them, do not believe them. 

The same negative point of view prevails in the Course of Study 
in which a majority of our ministry are trained. 

The same negative point of view is being taught in our schools. 

A man can hardly approach our ministry without running the 
gauntlet of these negative ideas. 

It is time to act. 

If you act as an individual your individual protest will be lost. 

The Methodist League for Faith and Life is organized, and has 
already a footing in sixty-two Annual Conferences. Join the League. 
Get others to join the League. Our basis is the common creeds. We 
are as broad minded and free as men can be without ceasing to hold 
Christian views. If aman wants to be freer than this, we recognize 
his right, but would suggest that he surrender Church offices which 
he is no longer capable of filling. This is our platform. 

Two hundred thousand members in the League for Faith and 
Life will turn the tide in Methodism, and save the Church from 
Unitarianism. Modernism is not a conclusion of scholarship, it is a 
philosophical current, an academic fever, a temporary consensus. It 
continues by the pressure of numbers in academic circles. Its power 
can be broken by numbers. It has advanced by secret political con- 
trol. It can be defeated by an organization that will meet its secret 
movements openly. 

The reformation which Luther led is less significant than that 
which must be wrought out today. Rome never denied either the 
Virgin Birth, Bodily Resurrection, or Atoning Sacrifice of Christ. 
Church leaders are denying all of these today. If you are opposed to 
these things join the League, work for the League and remember that 
in the light of history and of eternity the compromiser and the man’ 
of excuses will look as small in the year 1926 as he did in the year 1526. 

Join the League now. Get others to join. Don’t be one who 
simply praises reformers and men of courage. Show courage your- 
self. Address an inquiry to the League. Get one of the multiple 
membership blanks and fill it with new members from your Church 
or community. 


METHODIST LEAGUE FOR FAITH AND LIFE 
1701 Arch Street, Room 212, Philadelphia, Pa. 


